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This is a communication from the examiner in charge of your application. 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

OFFICE ACTION SUMMARY 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on -Jfrh- ^/i j ^9 ^ 



f 

This action is RNAL. 

O Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits Is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 D.C. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

~* 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire ^ month (s) ( or thirty days, 

whichever is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause 
the application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 

Disposition of Claims 

CIaim(s) / ~" * ) ; is/are pending in the application. 

Of the above, claim(s) - is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

□ Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

fij^ Claim(s) / — f 2-. is/are rejected. 

□ Claim(s) __ is/are objected to. 

O Claim (s) are subject to restriction or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. . 

^ The proposed drawing correction, filed on Jg^ . y, ) J 9 °j is □ approved ^disapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 
O received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



O received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Ruie 1 7.2(a)). 
•Certified copies not received: 



□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e). 
Attachment(s) 

□ Notice of Reference Cited, PTO-892 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-4 1 3 

□ Notice of Draftperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-1 52 

-SEE OFFICE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES- 

PTOL-326 (Rwv. 9/96) 
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The proposed drawing amendments filed Oct. 28, 1998 are not approved, but only 
because they are incomplete by failing to illustrate every critical feature claimed. For example, in 
claim 5, the surrounding layer hardness of D45 is not indicated in said proposed drawing 
amendment. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) or © as being anticipated by Higuchi et 
al (5,702,311). 

The reference describes a golf ball including four components, having the following 
parameters: 

core element 1- (a) hardness is 3.0-6.0mm 
under a load of 100kg. 
(b) diameter 25-3 5mm. 
© material is polybutadiene ^ \ " \ 
core element 2- (a) hardness is 55-75 D 

(b) thickness is 2.5mm., in example 5. 
core element 2b- (a) hardness is 30-55 D 

(b) hardness is 2.0mm, in example 5. 
core element 3- (a) hardness is 50-70 D 

(b) thickness is 2.0mm, in example 5. 
Expressed in term of distortion, the overall hardness of said four components is 2.5 to 
4.0mm, which means the ball is harder than the core element 1, which itself has a hardness of 3.0 
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to 6.0mm. With the reference disclosure thus summarized, the claims clearly redTon the reference, 
except for claim 9 which recites an inner core element, (such as the reference element 1) which is 
harder than a surrounding layer, such as the core element 2a, of the reference. Regarding which 
claim 9, the examiner remains of the opinion that the reference core element 1 inherently is softer 
than the surrounding core element 2a, as in effect is recited in applicants' claim 9, last two lines. 
Also, the reference element 2b inherently is as much a cover element as is applicants' layer 15, as 
is evident simply from a comparison of the drawings. 

Applicant's arguments filed Jan. 4, 1999 and Oct. 28, 1998 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Since the remarks filed Jan. 4, 1999 and Oct. 28 1998 do not compare the 
specific parameters recited in applicants' claims with those disclosed by the reference, such 
remarks are not persuasive. It is noted in the remarks filed Oct. 28, 1998 that applicants appear 
to consider only the claims of the reference, rather than the entire disclosure of the reference, 
which includes example 5, obviously. The examiner fails to see h ow Higuchi et al can be over 
come by applicants foreign priority document which is later than the reference foreign priority 
date. 

If the prosecution of this case is continued, applicants are required to rewrite all the claims 
so that they are all at one location in the file. 
No claim is allowed. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to George J. Mario whose telephone number is (703) 308-2094. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs. from 7:30 a.m. to 7:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinees supervisor, 
Jeanette Chapman, can be reached on (703) 308-2217. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-3579. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1 148. 



Marlo/DMM 
February 17, 1999 



GEORGtJ.MARLO 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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